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BEFORE THE
I LLI NOI S COMVERCE COMM SSI ON

IN THE MATTER OF:

| LLI NO S COMVERCE COMM SSI ON
On Its Own Moti on

No. 06-0525

Consi deration of the federal

standard on I nterconnection in

Section 1254 of the Energy

Policy Act of 2005.

N N N N N N N N N

Chi cago, Illinois

August 28, 2006

Met pursuant to notice at 11:30 a.m

BEFORE:

MS. CLAUDI A SAI NSOT, Adm nistrative Law Judge

APPEARANCES:

MR. M CHAEL J. LANNON and

MR. SEAN BRADY,

Of fice Of General Counsel,

160 North LaSalle Street,

Chi cago, Illinois 60601,
appeared for Conmm ssion Staff;

MR. M CHAEL S. PABI AN and

10 Sout h Dearborn Street,

Chicago, Illinois 60603,
appeared for ComEd,;
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22 SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COMPANY,

APPEARANCES: (Cont' d.)

JONES DAY, by

MS. LAURA M. EARL,

77 West Wacker

Chi cago, Illinois 60601,

appeared for

Drive,

Amer en Conpani es;

MR. JOHN N. MOORE,

35 East Wacker

Chicago, Illinois 60601,
Envi ronment al

appeared for

Drive,

Policy Center;

MS. SUZAN M. STEWART and
MS. KAREN M. HUI ZENGA,

PO Box 778,

401 Dougl as Street

Sioux City, lowa 51102,

appeared for

Law and

M dAmeri can Ener gy
Company, telephonically;

MS. JENNI FER MOORE,
200 First Street, SE
Cedar Rapids, lowa 52401,
I nterstate Power and

Li ght Company and South Beloit Water,

appeared for

Gas and El ectric Conpany,

Teresann B. Giorgi,

CSR

by

t el ephonically.
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W t nesses:

None

Nunmber

None

Re-
crx.

By
Exam ner

EXHI BI TS

For

I dentification

In Evidence
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JUDGE SAIl NSOT: By the authority vested in me
by the Illinois Commerce Comm ssion, | now cal
Docket No. 06-0525. It is the Illinois Commerce
Comm ssion, On Its Own Motion, and it is
consideration of the federal standard on
I nterconnection in Section 1254 of the Energy Policy
Act of 2005.

WIIl the parties identify thensel ves
for the record, please

MR. LANNON: Appearing on behalf of Staff of the
[1linois Commerce Comm ssion, Sean Brady and M chael
Lannon, 160 North LaSalle Street, Suite C-800,
Chicago, Illinois 60601.

MR. PABI AN: On behalf of Commonweal th Edi son
Conpany, M chael Pabian, 10 South Dearborn Street,
35th Fl oor, Chicago, Illinois 60603.

MS. EARL: On behalf of the AmerenCl LCQ,

Amer enCl PS and Anerenl P, Laura Earl of Jones Day, at
77 West Wacker, Chicago, Illinois 60601.

MR. MOORE: John Moore with the Environnmental

Law & Policy Center, 35 East Wacker Drive,

Suite 1300, Chicago, 60601.
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MS. STEWART: Suzan M Stewart and Karen M
Hui zenga, appear on behalf of M dAnmerican Energy
Company, PO Box 778, 401 Douglas Street, Sioux City,
lowa 51102.

MS. MOORE: And appearing on behal f of
Interstate Power and Light Company and South Bel oit
Water, Gas and Electric, Jennifer Moore, 200 First
Street, Southeast, Cedar Rapids, lowa 52401.

JUDGE SAI NSOT: Okay. Wuld somebody like to --
M . Pabian, set forth the schedule that we've
di scussed off the record?

MR. PABI AN: Sure, your Honor.

A di scussion was had concerning the
February date that's in the originating order, and
t he consensus, at |east, among the parties is that
it may have been entered into the order by m stake.
Staff will circulate among the parties
a draft of the motion requesting that the Comm ssion
remove that interium date fromthe order, probably
by -- sonetime next week, and the parties may end up
concuring in that order.

Wth respect to the substance of the
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docket, it was determ ned that the parties would
file verified comments inserting the issue about
whet her the federal standard should be adopted
Those coments would be submtted by November 2nd.

Reply comments would be submtted by
November 22nd.

And a follow-up status is schedul ed
for December 5th at 11: 00 a.m, with the
under st andi ng that should the Conmm ssion deny the
moti on concerning the February date, your Honor may
end up convening an enmergency status to reconsider
t he schedul e.

JUDGE SAI NSOT: Does that accurately reflect
what was di scussed?
MR. MOORE: Yes.
MR. LANNON: Yes, your Honor.
JUDGE SAI NSOT: Any coments fromthe phone?
(No response.)
JUDGE SAIl NSOT: No. | guess not.

Anyt hing further to discuss?

MR. LANNON: Not hing from Staff, your Honor.

MR. PABI AN: No.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

MR. MOORE: Not hi ng.

JUDGE SAI NSOT: Okay. Thanks.

Have a good day.

(Wher eupon,

matter was continued to

Sept ember

t he above-entitl ed

21,

2006. )



